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NCIP Celebrates Mashelle Bullington!
Collaboration Brings 8th Exoneration
On November 20, 2008, the last chapter in Mashelle 
Bullington’s heartrending story 
of wrongful imprisonment was 
finally written. A decade after 
she was released from prison 
—having served over four 
years for a crime she did not 
commit—Mashelle’s name was 
cleared. At last.
On January 17, 1995, Robert Buck, 
while sleeping at his business, heard a 
noise outside.  He claimed that when 
he went outside he saw Kenneth Foley 
breaking into his truck.  He also claimed 
that Mashelle Bullington, while inside of 
her car, pointed a gun at him when he 
confronted them.  These claims were not 
true.  Kenneth Foley was not present.  
Mashelle Bullington did not have a gun. 
On September 26, 1995, Bullington 
and Foley were convicted of second 
degree auto burglary 
with a personal use 
gun enhancement.  
Foley was sentenced 
to 25 years-to-life 
on a “third strike.”  
With no prior record, 
but because she was 
found to have used 
a gun, Bullington 
received four years 
four months in 
prison.  Without the 
gun enhancement, at 
most she would have 
been convicted of a misdemeanor with 
little, if any, incarceration in the local 
county jail. 
NCIP initially became involved in 
the case to represent Foley in a post-
conviction petition for writ of habeas 
corpus.  At trial, Bullington exposed 
herself to punishment by testifying that 
while she was involved as an accessory to 
the auto burglary, Foley was not present.  
She also fervently maintained that she 
never had a gun.  The actual perpetrator 
also testified at trial that he in fact 
 
I am innocent. No one will listen.
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Supervising Attorney Kathryn Ross, Deputy District 
Attorney David Angel, Legal Director Linda Starr, 
exoneree Mashelle Bullington, and SCU law student 
Ryan McCoy celebrate their collaborative victory.
committed the offense and that no gun 
was ever used.  
Through an open-minded and 
comprehensive re-investigation of 
this case, Deputy District Attorney 
David Angel and District Attorney 
Investigator David Hendrickson 
discovered that the victim in the case 
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I am innocent.
From the executive Director
January 20, 2009.  Home with my children and partner, we watch the inauguration of Barack Obama. Listening to his address, we are reminded not only of the hard work ahead, but 
all that we’ve accomplished as a nation.  
2008: looking Back  
January and February: NCIP worked feverishly on litigation 
while organizing our first awards dinner and preparing to host the international Innocence 
Network conference.   
March 27th: Over 650 supporters attended our inaugural Justice for All dinner honoring 
exonerees and innocence supporters. Not a soul was unmoved by the extraordinary stories 
told by exonerees and their families. We raised $1 million!  March 28–30:  Innocence 
conference at SCU – 350 attorneys and community workers learned and shared 
developments in litigation and legislative strategies, while exonerees learned to cope with 
freedom.  
June: Double murder charges against Armando Ortiz—NCIP’s 7th exoneree—were 
finally dismissed!  July: Toronto International Film Festival premiered Witch Hunt movie 
documenting an NCIP case originating in the mid-’80s in which children were forced to tell 
false stories about horrific sexual abuse by parents, then left behind while the parents spent 
years in prison. We were impressed and gratified by the public outrage over this injustice 
and raised $10,000. august: Same incredible response when Witch Hunt made its American 
debut at AFI Fest in Los Angeles.  
September: NCIP recruited board member Lee Raney to be our Associate Director.  
An intelligent, motivated, and skilled leader, Lee brings a fresh new perspective to our ranks.  
October: Starz Denver Film Festival screened Witch Hunt—audiences outraged again.  
november: Santa Clara County Superior Court granted our petition, filed in 
cooperation with the District Attorney’s office, overturning and vacating the case against 
Mashelle Bullington.  NCIP ended the year with its 8th exoneration!
2009: looking Forward 
President Obama’s call for a renewed commitment to service invigorates us all. We know 
we have an enormous job ahead.  But consider what we have accomplished:  Since the 
first DNA exoneration in 1989, Innocence Projects have overturned hundreds of wrongful 
convictions. We’ve led the way to the passage of post-conviction DNA testing statutes in 44 
states and made significant inroads in law reform. We have raised public awareness about 
wrongful conviction and the astonishing price paid by the wrongfully convicted and their 
families, and by the victims when they learn that an innocent person was imprisoned while 
the real criminal was free.
We have more cases to litigate and more legislative collaborations to forge. But, as 
part of a country with a renewed commitment to Justice for All, NCIP is invigorated, has 
confidence, and will succeed.
Thank you all for your support. We could not do this without you.
COOKIe  RIDOLFI
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We are privileged to host many distinguished presenters and 
honorees at this year’s annual awards 
dinner, including exonerees who will 
share their remarkable stories and special 
individuals chosen to receive the 2009 
Justice for All awards for their outstanding 
contributions to freeing the innocent and 
preventing wrongful conviction.  
Among the presenters and honorees 
slated for this year’s event is award-
winning actress and social advocate 
robin wright Penn who will be 
presenting an award to Kevin Green, 
a young Marine wrongfully convicted 
of aggravated assault and murder who 
served 15.5 years of a life sentence 
before being exonerated in 1996. Robin 
was drawn to the Innocence Project 
after seeing the film Witch Hunt, a 
Justice for All Awards Dinner Set for April 16th
documentary narrated 
and produced by her 
husband Sean Penn. 
(See related article.) 
“The work NCIP does 
struck a chord with me 
that propelled me to 
act,” she explains.  Since 
seeing the movie, Robin 
has immersed herself in 
the issue of wrongful 
conviction, become increasingly active in 
helping the Project, and recently joined 
the NCIP Advisory Board. 
Other esteemed presenters include 
Dr. rubin “Hurricane” Carter who 
will be presenting an award to the 
Honorable H. lee Sarokin, the judge 
who finally freed him after he fought 
years to prove his innocence.  
Leadership Award recipients 
are the NCIP Justice League 
Superheroes—Donna Dubinsky, 
Debbie Hall, russ Hall, John 
Hodge and Stacey Keare, for their 
fundraising efforts when the State 
of California eliminated the NCIP 
budget in 2004. Presenting this 
award is long time supporter and 
NCIP Advisory Board Chair Frank 
Quattrone.
Your participation in this event will 
make a huge difference in helping the 
Innocence Project accomplish one of 
the most important goals of our time 
—achieving justice for all. 
For more information on the April 
16th dinner, table sponsorship and ticket 
purchase please contact Lee Raney at 408-
554-1945, or justiceforalldinner.com.
Robin Wright Penn
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Actress Robin Wright Penn to Present Award
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FreD anDerSOn, Partner
Managing Director and Co-Founder, 
elevation Partners
NCIP is thrilled 
to welcome Fred 
Anderson to our 
Advisory Board. 
Fred co-founded 
elevation Partners,  
a private equity firm 
focused on invest-
ments in media, 
entertainment, and 
consumer related 
businesses. Prior to elevation Partners, 
Fred had extensive operating and finan-
cial experience as a senior executive in 
the technology industry. From 1996-
2004, Fred was executive Vice President 
and Chief Financial Officer of Apple, 
and made major contributions to Apple’s 
turnaround and re-emergence as an 
industry leader. 
Before joining Apple, Fred served 
as a senior financial executive of several 
public companies, where he was involved 
NCIP Welcomes New Advisory Board Members
in numerous acquisitions and a wide 
range of other corporate finance transac-
tions, including complex equity and debt 
financings and recapitalizations. Fred 
holds a B.A. from Whittier College and 
an M.B.A. from UCLA. 
In addition to his responsibilities as 
Managing Director of elevation Partners, 
Fred is a director of eBay, Move, Inc., 
Palm, and is a former director of Apple, 
e.piphany and 3COM.
JaMeS DOnatO, Partner
Partner, Cooley Godward Kronish LLP
NCIP is fortunate to 
have James Donato 
as a new member of 
our Advisory Board.  
He is an experienced 
trial lawyer whose 
practice focuses on 
class actions and an-
titrust and competi-
tion disputes.  Jim is 
actively committed to pro bono service, 
and has litigated a number of pro bono 
cases including a major public housing 
case before the U.S. Supreme Court. He 
has been recognized as a Northern Cali-
fornia “Super Lawyer” in 2004, 2005, 
2006, 2007 and 2008.  He has served as 
chair of Cooley’s Diversity Committee 
since 2006.  Jim is also the immediate 
past president of the Bar Association of 
San Francisco.
Before joining Cooley, Jim served 
as a trial attorney in the San Francisco 
City Attorney’s Office. As a deputy city 
attorney, Jim tried several federal and 
state jury trials in actions ranging from 
alleged federal civil rights violations to 
negligence.
Jim received a J.D. degree in 1988 
from Stanford Law School, serving as 
senior editor of the Stanford Law Review. 
After obtaining his law degree, he served 
as a judicial law clerk to the Honorable 
Procter R. Hug, Jr., U.S. Court of Ap-
peals for the Ninth Circuit. Jim gradu-
ated Phi Beta Kappa with a B.A. degree 
in history from U.C. Berkeley in 1983. 
He received an M.A. degree in history 
from Harvard University in 1984.
James Donato
Fred Anderson
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Witch Hunt: Some Convictions are Criminal
SePt. 7, 2008: Waves of anticipation 
swept through the AMC Movie Theatre 
in Toronto, Canada. It was the fourth 
day of the Toronto International Film 
Festival and most of those jam-packed 
into the large auditorium knew only 
that they were about to see the world 
premiere of the provocatively-titled 
documentary, Witch Hunt.
Actor Sean Penn, who narrates the 
film, eased into a seat in the reserved 
section, setting off the kind of tsunami 
generated only by A-list celebrities.
The house lights dimmed. The 
movie began. For the next 91 minutes, 
the audience remained spellbound. early 
buzz had been favorable. But no one was 
prepared for the sheer power of this film 
—for the way they were moved to tears 
and fury.
“How could this happen?” many 
asked as the closing credits scrawled 
across the screen.  “How could the legal 
system in a country that promises ‘justice 
for all’ experience such a catastrophic 
collapse?”
June 1984: On a chilly, early spring 
night in Bakersfield, CA, John Stoll 
was startled awake by two policemen 
standing by his bed. He didn’t know it 
at the time—in fact, he thought this 
was just the next development in his on-
going nasty divorce—but he was about 
to embark on a terrifying journey that 
would stretch into the next millennium.
Downtown at the station house, 
John was bewildered and incredulous 
when he learned the real reason for his 
arrest. He’d been accused of a most 
heinous crime: child sexual molestation.  
And what struck him, like a bullet to his 
heart, was that the accuser was his own 
6-year-old son, Jed.
In jail, John, an affable, easy-going 
carpenter, was certain his innocence 
would set him free. But that was before 
he met another prisoner whose story was 
eerily similar to his own.
There are others just like us, Ricky 
Pitts told him. Many, many others. 
By the time the “tough on crime” 
Kern County District Attorney wrapped 
up his investigation, dozens of men 
and women had been rounded up and 
slammed behind bars.
Most of them did not know each 
other, but common threads united them.
They were all young parents.
They were all accused of sexual child 
abuse. 
They were all unable to hire top-
notch lawyers.
They were all living in Bakersfield.
They were all innocent.
 
SePteMBer 1985:  The charges against 
John had escalated. Six children had 
testified against him. He was convicted 
of 17 counts of child molestation and 
sentenced to 40 years in prison.
1985-2002: John served his sentence 
in some of California’s meanest prisons. 
Now and then, he’d hear about a 
Bakersfield man or woman who 
was released from prison when their 
conviction was reversed. But his countless 
attempts to find legal help were met 
with failure. Hope, which once burned 
brightly, had dulled to a dying ember.
2002: An appellate lawyer, Mike 
Snedeker, contacted the Northern 
California Innocence Project about John’s 
plight. NCIP took on his case. Attorneys 
Cookie Ridolfi, Linda Starr and Jill Kent, 
along with their students at the Santa 
Clara University School of Law spent 
hundreds of hours reinvestigating. They 
discovered that the evidence against 
John rested solely on the testimony of 
six young boys, ranging in age from 6 to 
9. All but one now said the sexual abuse 
stories were lies, explaining how they were 
intimidated and coerced into making 
Documentary shocks audiences with story of justice gone wrong
Robin Wright Penn, Sean Penn, Howard Zinn, Cookie Ridolfi and Linda Starr celebrate the 
successful premiere of Witch Hunt at the Toronto International Film Festival.
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Witch Hunt, the new release from KTF 
Films, tells the harrowing story of lives 
shattered and families torn apart when 
mass hysteria sparks the breakdown 
of the criminal justice system in one 
California town.
The documentary is produced and 
directed by journalists Dana Nachman of 
Los Altos, and Don Hardy of San Jose.  
Actor/director Sean Penn is the film’s 
narrator and executive producer.  The 
soundtrack features music by Pearl Jam, 
and Joe Rosato of San Francisco.
Witch Hunt has been purchased 
by MSNBC Films and will air on cable 
channels this spring. In September, the 
documentary made its world premiere at 
the Toronto International Film Festival.  
Its U.S. premiere followed two months 
later at the Los Angeles International 
Film Festival.
Witch Hunt will be shown at the 
Cinequest Film Festival, which runs from 
February 25 though March 8 in San Jose. 
Want to see the film? NCIP has 
reserved a block of tickets for Saturday, 
February 28th. Contact Lee Raney at 
408-554-1945 or email filmtickets@scu.
edu.
Witch Flick: 
Just the facts
false allegations. Only John’s son, who 
had no memory of the abuse, did 
not recant. On the basis of 5 of the 6 
boys recanting, NCIP was granted an 
evidentiary hearing.
January-aPril 2004: The 
evidentiary hearings took place in 
three parts. Dana Nachman, a special 
projects producer, and Don Hardy, a 
photographer, covered the hearings for 
their San Francisco Bay Area television 
station. 
May 4, 2004: On his 60th birthday, 
with a jaunty bow and a wide grin, 
John walked out of prison, taking his 
first steps in 20 years as a free man. 
Dana and Don were waiting outside 
to capture this exhilarating moment 
for their viewers.
2004-2005: Dana and Don kept 
in touch with John, who was living 
nearby in the San Francisco Bay 
Area. Through conversations, they 
discovered the scope of the Bakersfield 
“child abuse” cases and were moved 
to bring this story of crimeless 
punishment to the American public.
The two journalists pursued 
their story in Nevada, Nebraska, 
Oklahoma, and of course, Bakersfield.  
They interviewed parents wrenched 
from their children; children forced 
to grow up without mothers and 
fathers; and the haunted, guilt-ridden 
accusers, who’d been betrayed by the 
very people who were supposed to 
protect them.
2005-2007: Dana and Don wove 
these interviews together with archival 
footage and created a rough cut of the 
still unnamed documentary. A mutual 
friend encouraged them to send the 
film to Sean Penn. 
SePteMBer 2007:  Sean watched 
the film and immediately signed on as 
narrator. 
June 3, 2008: Dana and Don 
submitted Witch Hunt to the Toronto 
International Film Festival, considered 
one of the most prestigious film festivals 
in the world.
July 29, 2008: The festival announced 
its lineup and Witch Hunt made the 
cut. Cheers resonated from California 
to New York (where both Don and 
Dana’s parents live).
SePt. 7, 2008: At the AMC Theatre 
in Toronto, Dana and Don took the 
stage with John and his NCIP lawyers, 
Cookie, Linda and Jill.  Joining them 
were several other parents and now 
grown children who’d been ensnared in 
the DA’s web. If there was a dry eye in 
the house, it was only because a tissue 
had dabbed away the tears.
SePt. 11, 2008: In her blog, festival 
moderator Kate Lawrie wrote, “I’ve 
never had to fight back tears while 
moderating a Q&A after a film. Not 
until this past Sunday, September 
7, that is—at the world premiere 
of directors Don Hardy and Dana 
Nachman’s documentary Witch Hunt.” 
For the next 91 minutes, the audience remained 
spellbound. early buzz had been favorable. But no 
one was prepared for the sheer power of this film 
—for the way they were moved to tears and fury.
Dana Nachman, John Stoll and Don Hardy 
pose for a photo shoot before the Witch 
Hunt’s showing at the Toronto Film Festival.
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the Confounding Case of Mr. S
is Mr. S innocent? 
Or is he guilty? Lawyers for the 
Northern California Innocence Project 
have been wrestling with that question 
for five years. Now, it seems the answer 
may elude them—forever. 
The saga of Mr. S began in 1985 
when he was arrested for robbing and 
assaulting two priests.  A month after his 
arrest, the charge was elevated to murder 
when one of the priests died from 
complications stemming from the attack. 
In 1986, Mr. S was convicted of these 
crimes and sentenced to life in prison.  
And that’s where he’s been for the last 23 
years, and where he will likely spend the 
rest of his life.
But evidence connecting Mr. S to 
the crime was scanty at best.  He was 
about the same height as one of the 
perpetrators and the surviving victim was 
certain he could identify the perpetrator’s 
voice.  However, after Mr. S spoke 
the requested statements, the victim’s 
certainty vanished and he stated that he 
did not recognize Mr. S’s voice.
The linchpin of the prosecution’s 
case was a partial latent fingerprint lifted 
from the suspected point of entry and 
supposedly matched to Mr. S.  No other 
credible evidence connected Mr. S to 
the crime.  Problems involving the print 
—and with fingerprint identifications in 
general—have been substantial. 
To begin: The technician who lifted 
the print in question was fired less than a 
month later for drug use and misconduct. 
And then there was the analyst who 
compared the prints. Her methodology 
was questionable at best. She admitted 
to relying on her imagination to “fill in 
what appears to be missing on the other 
print.” She also explained how prints 
that are not identical can be a match.  
According to the analyst, “when you can’t 
find the two to be exactly similar, then 
you explain it by saying well, gee-whiz, 
that’s the end of it.  It’s either smudged; 
there was dirt there.  There’s always an 
explainable reason as to why you don’t 
see it.” 
Making matters murkier, Mr. S’s 
attorney never looked at the print, 
nor did he have an expert do so.  The 
California Supreme Court found this 
same attorney ineffective in a death 
penalty case from the same time period.  
And as if all this wasn’t problematic 
enough, in 2008—after five years of 
trying to gain access to the latent print 
and after finally obtaining the necessary 
court order—NCIP learned that the 
print had been destroyed eight years 
earlier.
even under the best circumstances, 
fingerprint comparison is not the exact 
science portrayed on television crime 
shows.  The U.S. has no set standards 
for fingerprint examination and no 
critical peer review, nor are there required 
certification processes for fingerprint 
examiners. The typical human 
fingerprint has between 75 and 175 
ridge characteristics. In other countries, 
between 24 and 30 identical comparison 
points are required before an expert can 
declare it a match, but the U.S. employs 
no minimum number of identical 
comparison points before experts can 
declare the prints match.  
Testifying in a 2004 federal trial, 
Dr. David Stoney, director of Chicago’s 
McCrone Research Institute, a non-profit 
group that teaches and researches forensic 
sciences, says “[t]he determination that 
a fingerprint examiner...makes when 
comparing a latent fingerprint with 
a known fingerprint, specifically the 
determination that there is sufficient 
basis for an absolute identification, is 
not a scientific determination.... It is 
a subjective determination without 
objective standards to it.” 
even under the best circumstances, fingerprint 
comparison is not the exact science portrayed 
on television crime shows. the U.S. has no set 
standards for fingerprint examination and no 
critical peer review, nor are there required 
certification processes for fingerprint examiners. 
northern California innocence Project
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Finally, in the past ten years, there 
have been many instances in which 
even the most experienced experts have 
erroneously matched latent fingerprints 
with disastrous results.  The most famous 
case is that of Brandon Mayfield, Oregon 
attorney and Muslim convert, who 
was implicated in the March 11, 2004 
bombing in Madrid. He was identified 
on the basis of a latent print matched by 
an FBI Senior Fingerprint examiner and 
verified by two other examiners.  The 
FBI issued an apology and retracted the 
identification after learning that Spanish 
authorities had matched the print to the 
real perpetrator.  
The Los Angeles Police Department 
(LAPD) recently acknowledged in a 
confidential report that their fingerprint 
experts wrongly identified numerous 
people who were then falsely implicated 
in crimes.  LAPD officials have stated 
they do not know how many people may 
have been wrongfully accused and they 
did not have the funds to pay for the 
comprehensive audit necessary to find 
out.  Numerous organizations are now 
planning to review the matter, holding 
hearings and conducting reviews of the 
latent print unit. 
Meanwhile, Mr. S has spent more 
than two decades bringing new meaning 
to the term “model prisoner.”  He has 
received a high school diploma, taken 
up a trade in silk screening, become 
an auto body technician, and learned 
welding and fiberglass repair.  He 
has also participated in many self-
help groups, including Alcoholics 
Anonymous, Narcotics Anonymous, 
Anger Management, Attitudinal Healing, 
parenting and numerous courses in 
spirituality.
While Mr. S seems to have adjusted 
to his circumstances, those who’ve 
worked on his case are destined to 
remain haunted by the question:
Is Mr. S guilty? Or is he innocent?
had either been seriously mistaken or outright lied about the gun.  
Further investigation confirmed that Foley was not even present.  On 
April 5, 2007, a Santa Clara Superior Court judge overturned Foley’s 
conviction. 
Bullington completed her prison term on November 8, 1998.  
After a four year separation from her two small children while she 
served a prison sentence for a crime she did not commit, Bullington 
reunited with her children and has “spent every moment” since her 
release devoted to their care and well being.  She has also built a 
successful career as a project manager for a Silicon Valley technology 
support company.  Despite this success, she continued to be plagued 
by the stigma of a felony conviction on her record.  
NCIP took on the challenge of trying to overturn Bullington’s 
wrongful conviction even though she had completed her sentence 
years before.  Bullington’s legal team consisted of Legal Director Linda 
Starr, Supervising Attorney Katie Ross and Santa Clara University law 
students Sadie Wathen and Ryan McCoy.  
In collaboration with the Santa Clara County District Attorney’s 
Office, NCIP petitioned to have Mashelle’s gun enhancement vacated.  
On November 20, 2008, Superior Court Judge Douglas Southard 
ordered the gun enhancement vacated and reduced the case to a 
misdemeanor.  
NCIP wishes Mashelle all the best now that she has closed 
this chapter of her life.  We also wish to salute the Santa Clara 
County Office of the District Attorney, and David Angel and David 
Henderson in particular, for all of their work on Bullington’s case.  
This case highlights the effectiveness of working collaboratively with 
prosecutors in the pursuit of justice.  We look forward to future 
collaboration with this and other offices. 
Mashelle Bullington 
exonerated
continued from page 1
Mashelle’s case highlights the 
effectiveness of working collaboratively, 
with prosecutors, in pursuit of justice. 
we look forward to future collaborations. 
have had over 7,000 
requests for assistance.   
Of that, we are litigating 
26 cases, with 1,171 on 
the waiting list pending 
more attorney resources. 
Our goal is to evaluate 
these requests, put the 
cases we accept on the 
waiting list and move 
the cases in the process 
more quickly. All that 
research on each and every 
request is time and labor 
intensive, and gifts like 
Don’s help us advance these cases.”
Listwin formerly held senior 
executive roles at technology companies 
including Cisco Systems Openwave 
and Sana Security. He is the founder of 
the Canary Foundation, a non-profit 
organization focused on the development 
of simple blood tests for the early 
detection of cancer. He also serves on 
numerous boards, including that of Sana 
Security, Calix Networks, and the Fred 
Hutchinson Cancer Research Center.
Don was introduced to NCIP by Frank Quattrone, a long-time NCIP patron and Advisory 
Board member. After visiting NCIP 
and talking with co-founders Cookie 
Ridolfi and Linda Starr, Listwin decided 
to become involved with the Innocence 
Project and he has made significant 
contributions. Besides the extremely 
generous personal gifts he and his wife 
have made over the past two years, he 
has helped with other fundraising efforts. 
He hosted a fundraising event at John 
Bentley’s Restaurant and sponsored a 
successful $100,000 challenge grant, 
doubling his gift and attracting new 
donors. 
“The Innocence Project at that 
point had been doing good work, but 
was very much a start-up organization 
when it came to raising funds. One of 
the things I knew I could help them 
with is the understanding of how to do 
the next level of professional fundraising 
– specifically by introducing more events 
and the idea of challenge grants,” says 
Listwin. 
“Don Listwin is 
one of those people 
whose passion, intellect 
and marketing genius 
make him an asset in 
any endeavor he focuses 
on,” remarks Frank 
Quattrone. “Donations 
from individuals and 
private organizations 
like The Listwin Family 
Foundation are critical to 
our efforts.”
“Don Listwin is a 
terrific guy—we’re so 
lucky to have him to work with,” Cookie 
Ridolfi, executive Director of NCIP 
says. “He’s smart, creative and extremely 
generous—he’s been a great resource for 
us from the very beginning. On top of 
all that he has a great sense of humor and 
that goes a long way…. I would have to 
say, ‘Don is the bomb!’” 
Says NCIP Legal Director Linda 
Starr, “Generous gifts like Don’s have 
made a significant impact on the number 
of cases we can take on. As of now, we 
Don Listwin
why i Give
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Don Listwin: A Long Time NCIP Supporter
On March 20 to 22 of this year, the Innocence Network Conference will celebrate its 10th anniversary. Hosted this 
year by the Innocence Project of Texas, the conference will be 
held at the South Texas College of Law. 
The Network Conference, hosted at Santa Clara University 
last year, provides a rich educational forum for members of the 
Innocence Network, an affiliation of 49 innocence projects 
from across the United States, Australia, Canada, england 
and New Zealand to meet and explore policy and litigation 
concerns involving wrongful conviction. It also provides a 
critical opportunity for exonerees to meet and is a place where 
they can find social and emotional support from others who 
THE INNOCENCE  NETWORK
have suffered the same extraordinary and difficult experience of 
wrongful conviction and imprisonment. The conference is open 
to students, exonerees, Innocence Network members, public 
interest attorneys, and the general public.
When:  March 20-22
Where: South Texas College of Law 
Address:  1303 San Jacinto, Houston, Texas 77002
For more information or to register, go to: 
http://ipoftexas.org/network-conference/
2009 Innocence Network Conference
S a n ta  C l a r a  l aw
[8]
of time and money to litigate.  The 
eagerness of our partner firms to take 
these matters on a pro bono basis is truly 
heartwarming.” 
northern California innocence Project
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California Chief Justice Ronald George often says that giving back to the community through pro 
bono service is a privilege and obligation 
that belongs to every attorney.  NCIP 
volunteer lawyer Michele Kyrouz, a 
litigation partner in the San Francisco 
office of Latham & Watkins LLP, has 
made that service a way of life.
Frank Quattrone, who is NCIP’s 
Advisory Board Charir and a 2008 
Justice for All Award recipient, originally 
recruited Michele to the Innocence 
Project. “Frank made the point that even 
folks with the best and most expensive 
lawyers face serious challenges when 
wrongly accused,” Michele recalls. 
“People who are indigent and lack that 
type of representation face an even 
greater disadvantage.”  
After reading stories about people 
who were wrongly convicted and later 
exonerated, Michele and her colleagues 
felt their firm could lend its expertise to 
similar cases.  Michele, her partner Steve 
Bauer, and their associate Vivian Stapp 
put together a litigation team for NCIP 
client Oscar Clifton, who has been in 
prison for more than 32 years. Despite 
serious questions about the validity of his 
conviction, he has been denied access to 
biological evidence for DNA testing that 
could exonerate him.  
Michele says the practice skills of 
the Latham team were a great fit for 
the issues and challenges they have 
encountered in handling NCIP cases. 
In addition, they’ve experienced a 
tremendous sense of reward in working 
with NCIP.  
“We have really enjoyed working 
with the phenomenal staff at NCIP,” 
Michele says. “They have a broad and 
deep base of experience with these 
cases, and it is particularly gratifying 
to be able to help prisoners like Oscar 
Clifton. Latham’s associates and summer 
associates have been very excited to work 
with NCIP and find the work extremely 
interesting and rewarding. We look 
forward to continuing to partner with 
NCIP to assist them in helping prisoners 
with claims of factual innocence.” 
NCIP supervising attorney Rhonda 
Donato, who coordinates the Innocence 
Project’s work with outside law firms and 
attorneys, is awed by the commitment 
firms like Latham bring to NCIP cases. 
“We all know the tremendous 
pressure firms and attorneys are under 
with billable hour requirements and 
client demands,” says Rhonda, who 
is always on the lookout for new law 
firms and attorneys to assist with the 
NCIP case load. “We are grateful and 
impressed that firms like Latham and 
our other pro bono partners take on 
our clients and treat them with the 
same energy, enthusiasm and respect 
they show to clients paying hundreds of 
dollars an hour for representation.  Our 
cases require substantial investments 
Michele Kyrouz
Latham & Watkins Partners With NCIP to Serve Justice
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Pro Bono Counsel 
pro bono  Short for pro bono publico (def ); done for 
the public good without compensation  
Pro bono counsel is a vital part of our success in exonerating the 
innocent.  NCIP salutes the following firms and their attorneys for their 
pro bono legal assistance.  
Cooley Godward Kronish LLP
Howard Rice Nemerovski Canady Falk & Rabkin
Keker & Van Nest LLP
Latham & Watkins LLP
McDermott Will & Emery
Morrison & Foerster LLP
Orrick, Herrington & Sutcliffe LLP 
Reed Smith LLP
Weil, Gotshal & Manges
innocent person must bring a claim 
of misconduct against his defense 
attorney from one year to two.  
n  The wrongfully convicted are 
routinely denied jobs because their 
criminal records are not properly 
expunged or sealed. Assem. Bill 
No. 2937 would have sealed and 
expunged records relating to 
conviction for those who are found 
factually innocent by a court.
n  Wrongfully convicted persons are 
barred by law from introducing 
evidence of their declaration of 
factual innocence before the Victim 
Compensation and Government 
Claim Board (VCGCB). Assem. Bill 
No. 2937 would have made findings 
of factual innocence admissible in 
VCGCB hearings. 
n  When a wrongfully convicted person 
is released from prison, ironically, 
he has less access to services than 
a parolee, someone actually guilty 
of a crime. Assem. Bill No. 2937 
would have provided the wrongfully 
convicted with a case manager who 
could assist in finding appropriate 
services to help with the transition 
back into society.   
The Governor’s reason for rejecting 
the measures was his claim that the State 
Board of Control already compensates 
the wrongfully convicted. Yet, in a 
letter to the CCFAJ dated October 11, 
2007, VCGCB executive Officer Karen 
McGagin wrote that of the 59 claims of 
compensation for wrongful conviction 
received by the Board from 1984 to 
2007, only 15 were approved. 
What have we learned from the 
Governor’s latest vetoes? Criminal justice 
reform is a marathon, not a sprint.  
Governors come and go. Meanwhile, 
NCIP should and will continue to drive 
reform both through the legislative 
process and through other non-legislative 
means. 
S a n ta  C l a r a  l aw
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opposed it by arguing simultaneously 
that the use of jailhouse informant 
testimony is rare in California, but this 
bill would affect a large number of cases.  
That twisted logic was all the Governor 
needed to say “No.”  
The State currently treats wrongfully 
convicted Californians worse than actual 
perpetrators who are released on parole.  
The stunning examples of the inequities 
generated bipartisan support for the bill 
that would have implemented measures 
to rectify this.  The effect of Assem. Bill 
No. 2937, co-authored by Asm. Jose 
Solorio (D-Anaheim) and Asm. Todd 
Spitzer (R-Orange), would have been as 
follows:
n The clock starts ticking for the 
wrongfully convicted as soon as 
they emerge from prison. Most are 
shell-shocked from the experience.  
Assem. Bill No. 2937 would have 
extended the time a wrongfully 
convicted person has to file a 
claim before the California Victim 
Compensation and Government 
Claims Board from six months 
to two years. It also would have 
extended the time in which an 
The Governor has once again vetoed critical legislation that would have helped prevent wrongful 
conviction and provided support for 
exonerees after their release.  The two 
recent bills, Sen. Bill No. 1589 and 
Assem. Bill No. 2937, are the sixth and 
seventh pieces of legislation sponsored by 
the California Commission on the Fair 
Administration of Justice (CCFAJ) over 
the last three years. All seven bills passed 
the Legislature; all seven bills were vetoed 
by the Governor.  
When the Governor vetoed Sen. Bill 
No. 1589, a bill authored by Sen. Gloria 
Romero (D-east Los Angeles), he said 
“No” to legislation that would require 
corroboration for jailhouse informant 
testimony.  This bill would have codified 
reforms that the Los Angeles County 
District Attorney implemented after 
the infamous snitch Leslie White 
went on the CBS News program “60 
Minutes” and explained to the nation 
how he could win favors from police 
and prosecutors by fingering innocent 
defendants. While the LA county DA 
supported the bill, the California District 
Attorneys’ Association inexplicably 
Shockingly….
…if DNA evidence exists that could potentially exonerate you, you may not have the 
right to access to that evidence after you have been convicted.
… if you are wrongly convicted and later found innocent by our legal system, it is 
extremely cumbersome to have your records sealed or expunged.  So your record as a 
convicted criminal stands, affecting your livelihood, the ability to get a job, your social 
standing and your reputation.
…when you, as a wrongfully convicted person, are released from prison, ironically, 
you have less access to services than a parolee, someone actually guilty of a crime.   
…some members of the U.S. Supreme Court have deliberately left open the question 
of whether the constitution permits the state to imprison and execute you even 
though you are innocent, and two justices rendered the opinion that the constitution 
does permit the state to execute you despite your innocence.
Governor No
Schwarzenegger Vetoes Critical Legislation...Again!
northern California innocence Project
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Legislative Reform: NCIP Explores 
Policy and Research Institute
As the number of DNA exon-erations across the country has grown, they provide a unique 
window into how and why those 
wrongful convictions happened in the 
first place. Together, these DNA exon-
erations and insights into the causes of 
wrongful convictions demonstrate how 
the criminal justice system is broken—
and what we need to do to fix it.
Over 225 people in the United 
States have been released from prison as 
a result of DNA tests that proved their 
innocence. However, these cases are 
only the tip of the iceberg because so 
few cases, estimated at fewer than 3%, 
have the biological evidence necessary 
for DNA testing. And in approximately 
a third of the cases where biological 
material was collected at the crime 
scene, the evidence has since been lost, 
destroyed, or is too deteriorated to test. 
The vast majority of convictions, 
such as burglaries, robberies, assaults, 
arsons, property crimes and most 
murders, do not involve any biological 
evidence - the only thing distinguish-
ing the DNA and non-DNA case. The 
causes of wrongful convictions are the 
same and there is no greater or lesser 
likelihood of wrongful conviction in a 
DNA or a non-DNA case.
Of the first 225 DNA exon-
erations, 220 of the exonerees were 
convicted of rape or sexual assault, the 
type of crime most likely to result in 
recovery of biological evidence. In 12 
of the remaining 25 cases, the exon-
erees, although not convicted of a sex 
offense, had originally been charged 
with a sex crime. It was DNA testing 
of evidence recovered in connection 
with the uncharged sex offenses that 
resulted in their exonerations. With 
sex crimes making up fewer than 4% 
of all crimes in the U.S. and over 94% 
of DNA exonerations coming from 
this small pool of cases, it is clear that 
the problem of wrongful conviction is 
much greater than would appear from 
DNA exonerations.
Thus DNA testing alone is not the 
answer. Wrongful conviction, without 
substantive policy reform, will continue 
to blight our legal system. While In-
nocence Projects across the country are 
focused on the work of freeing the inno-
cent, there are few resources to address 
the systemic reform necessary to prevent 
wrongful convictions.
To date, the lack of significant 
policy reform is a result of three inter-
related realities:
n  Policy makers are still skeptical 
of the need for reform. Pertinent 
scholarly research is needed to 
expose both the depth and breadth 
of the problem.
n  Access to data needed for research 
is limited by polarized and caustic 
debate within the criminal justice 
community.
n  No comprehensive strategy to 
review and use data to influence 
state policy-makers and drive 
reform exists.
In California, for example, the 
legislature’s passage of criminal jus-
tice reform laws aimed at eliminating 
wrongful convictions is encouraging, 
but the Governor’s subsequent vetoes of 
those bills, and the information gathered 
by the California Commission on the 
Fair Administration of Justice, which 
completed its mission on June 30, 2008, 
make clear that a major roadblock in en-
acting such laws is the lack of empirical 
data on the subject. Research into the 
leading causes of wrongful convictions 
has been disparate, leaving little con-
sensus for reform among policy-makers. 
NCIP proposes taking the next step: a 
research and public policy institute that 
combines top rate scholarship with an 
aggressive public information campaign.
Policy Institute
Vision
After serving as a Commission-er with the California Com-mission on the Fair Admin-
istration of Justice, NCIP executive 
Director Cookie Ridolfi was inspired 
to continue the Commission’s work 
of research, dialogue, and reform 
through a research and public policy 
institute at Santa Clara University. 
In an effort to confront the prob-
lem of a lack of empirical data NCIP 
has proposed that a Research and 
Public Policy Institute be established 
at Santa Clara Law. The goal of the 
Institute will be to improve the accu-
racy of the criminal justice system by 
commissioning original, unassailable 
research and to use data provided by 
the research to identify and drive any 
needed reforms.
The Institute will attract top 
scholars from across the country to 
conduct groundbreaking research on 
the leading causes of wrongful con-
victions and identify ways to remedy 
those problems. All research, whether 
conducted in California or elsewhere, 
will support the work of all Inno-
cence Projects. That research will be 
coupled with a coordinated reform 
effort that targets policy makers in 
Washington, state capitols, and our 
local communities.
The first step is exploratory. 
NCIP is conducting a feasibility 
study under the direction of Ridolfi, 
which will be concluded in 2009.
The Most Frustrating 
and Rewarding Thing 
I Do . . . 
Nikki Pope had no idea what she was getting into three years ago when 
Cookie Ridolfi roped her into joining the 
NCIP Advisory Board.  The two met in 
2003 when Nikki was a law student at 
Santa Clara.  Ridolfi, as a member of the 
law faculty, had heard Nikki Pope stories 
from colleague and board member ellen 
Kreitzberg who had Nikki in class.  But 
even without Kreitzberg’s entertaining 
accounts, Ridolfi had noticed Nikki and 
realized that she possessed exceptional 
intelligence, energy and judgment and 
...and that she was just what NCIP 
needed.  
Nikki didn’t have a chance after that. 
Standing by the library in her second 
year of law school, she was approached 
by Professor Ridolfi who introduced 
herself and then explained that she 
ran the Innocence Project at the Law 
School.  Ridolfi further explained that 
she had heard about Nikki and told her 
NCIP needed help.  Ridolfi told Nikki 
she should be thinking about when she 
would be signing up for NCIP’s clinical 
course.  Nikki thought the woman was 
crazy.  In fact, she still does, but has 
realized it is the passionate kind of crazy 
—the kind of crazy that is visionary, 
inspiring and energizing. And Ridolfi 
was right, NCIP did need Nikki, she has 
been working with the Innocence Project 
ever since and neither has ever looked 
back.
Now a member of the NCIP 
Advisory Board, Nikki is tireless in 
promoting NCIP.  Her marketing 
experience and Masters in Business 
Administration from Kellogg have been 
indispensable background in helping get 
the word out about NCIP and helping 
the project with fundraising.  “Nikki 
constantly pushes us to think bigger,” 
comments Ridolfi, “while quietly just 
making things happen—from getting 
press releases out, to editing op-ed pieces, 
said. “It is astonishing and frustrating 
that these injustices are still present, and 
it’s important for people to inform others 
about this issue and help in any way we 
can.” 
Upon graduating from SCU Law 
School in 2004, Nikki spent a year with 
the U.S. Department of Justice Antitrust 
Division in Washington D.C.  She then 
returned to the Bay Area to work for 
Cooley Godward Kronish LLP in Palo 
Alto, where she works in the Business 
Department.  NCIP is truly indebted 
to Nikki for her “can do” attitude, her 
creative fundraising ideas and her ability 
to step in and make things happen.
Fighting Injustice
Board member Pat Kern’s fight for justice has deep roots.
In 1985, more than a decade before 
that acronym “DNA” was uttered in 
a criminal courtroom, back when few 
could contemplate innocent people 
being convicted in this country, Rubin 
“Hurricane” Carter was in the fight of 
his life—one he’d been waging for 20-
some years.  He was claiming wrongful 
conviction. This heated and highly 
publicized case was being heard in a 
New Jersey federal courtroom before 
Judge Lee Sarokin. As it happened, just 
a few miles down the road, Pat Kern 
and Cookie Ridolfi were law students at 
Rutgers University. Idealistic and young, 
Pat and Cookie were good friends and 
very aware of the “Hurricane” Carter case 
—a topic of much discussion at the law 
school.
Little did they know that more than 
25 years later, they would find themselves 
once again working together—this time 
3,000 miles away—fighting the injustice 
of wrongful conviction in California.
A long-time NCIP Board member, 
Pat is truly a trusted advisor.  “Pat is 
one of those rare people in your life 
whose judgment you can absolutely 
Nikki Pope
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to creating an ad sales program for the 
annual Justice for All Awards Dinner.”
While Nikki jokes about how 
Cookie badgered her into being on the 
Board, she sincerely values her experience 
with NCIP as one of the most rewarding 
things that she does (but don’t tell 
Cookie).
“Growing up watching television 
shows like Perry Mason gave me a clear 
notion of what justice is. During my time
on the NCIP Board I’ve found that 
notion of justice for all is not always 
played out in our system today,” Nikki 
Advisory Board Profiles
“During my time on the nCiP Board i’ve found that 
[the] notion of justice for all is not always played out 
in our system today,” nikki said. “it is astonishing and 
frustrating that these injuries are still present, and it’s 
important for people to inform others about this issue 
and help in any way we can.”
northern California innocence Project
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trust, who is unflappable and who 
you know you can count on,” Cookie 
says.  “It is my privilege to work with 
Pat and NCIP’s good fortune that she 
also happens to have the supernatural 
ability to balance 11-hour work days 
with quality family time, and make it all 
look easy.”  As Deputy Director of the 
California Appellate Project (CAP), Pat 
manages all the day-to-day operations 
of the office, handling finances, 
overseeing information technology issues, 
supervising attorneys, as well as carrying 
her own case load.  CAP supervises 
approximately 200 attorneys who are 
appointed by the court to represent 
inmates on California’s death row. 
Amidst all of that, Pat somehow 
manages to squeeze in time to advise 
NCIP on pressing criminal justice 
issues in the state and suggests ways the 
Project can best serve the needs of the 
hundreds of prisoners who are asking for 
help.  NCIP is fortunate to have a Board 
member with such long standing ties to 
the fight for true justice and who also 
brings an understanding of the challenges 
of managing a growing non-profit.
Taking Action
When Jim Anderson’s good friend Frank Quattrone was caught up 
unexpectedly in the criminal justice 
system, it was an eye-opener for him.  
“It was very disturbing to me knowing 
that if this could happen to someone 
like Frank, it could happen to anyone,” 
Jim said.  “Once someone steps inside 
the justice system, they are guilty until 
proven innocent.” 
Jim took action, joining the NCIP 
Board and contributing significantly to 
the growth of NCIP and its continued 
success.  Thoughtful and deliberate, as an 
advisory board member Jim asks the hard 
questions relating to finances, strategic 
planning and growth.  “Jim can be very 
understated but when he has something 
to say, he’s bringing something of value 
to the conversation.  He’s really good at 
explaining and helping some of us really 
appreciate differing points of view.  I 
know he’s helped me.  Of course, I’m still 
working on appreciating his views,” says 
Cookie laughingly, then adds with clear 
affection that she is, “just kidding, of 
course, Jim is brilliant and I truly adore 
him.”
Jim has over two decades of 
experience in Silicon Valley venture 
capital, including founding partnership 
positions in Merrill Pickard Anderson 
& eyre, and in Foundation Capital. 
During that time, he has helped coach 
and develop hundreds of early-stage 
companies into industry leaders.  
In 1999, Jim took his knowledge 
of venture funds into the world of 
philanthropy, and married the two 
worlds by joining with others to create 
Legacy Venture.  He saw a need to 
provide a philanthropic vehicle to Silicon 
Valley leaders and formed Legacy as 
a way to amplify philanthropy and to 
magnify its impact by offering a way to 
make charitable contributions through 
investments in premier venture capital 
funds.  In doing so, Legacy has also 
Jim Anderson
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created a collaborative community of 
philanthropists who work together, 
learning from and sharing philanthropic 
practices and opportunities.  
Jim uses this background of both 
finance and philanthropy to advise NCIP 
as it grows and launches new initiatives.  
Quattrone, a fellow board member, 
describes Jim as an amazing man, saying 
“he is intelligent, powerful, generous, 
always centered and very humble, an 
incredible combination in one person.”  
Many are surprised to learn that Jim 
also has a background in music, which he 
studied along with electrical engineering 
at Purdue University.  Though Jim 
does not have enough time to play the 
trombone anymore, he feels as though 
this skill gave him a well-rounded 
education that serves him well in the 
Silicon Valley. 
Jim is optimistic about NCIP’s 
future.  He feels that there is great 
potential for the NCIP’s proposed Policy 
Institute to make real changes in the 
current criminal justice system.  We look 
forward to Jim’s thoughtful questioning 
as he continues his contribution to the 
work of NCIP.Pat Kern
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an nGuyen
When the NCIP clinical 
program began in 2001, 10 
students were enrolled in the 
first class. NCIP has recently 
begun to follow up with some 
of those earliest students to 
see what they are doing now. 
Imagine our delight when 
we found that in her firm 
profile, An Nguyen, who 
graduated from Santa Clara law magna 
cum laude in 2001, lists as one of her 
accomplishments that she was “part 
of the founding class of the Northern 
California Innocence Project.”
An says that the investigative and 
fact development skills she learned in 
working at NCIP have served her well 
in her current work. “Whether you are 
representing a convicted felon or the 
president of a Fortune 500 company, 
you must always do an exhaustive 
and complete investigation to truly 
understand the facts.” An explains that 
because that is what she did at NCIP, 
“I have had a tendency to dig deep into 
all my cases and never be satisfied until 
I really understand the issues and the 
facts.” 
As part of the founding class, An 
was here when we first began accepting 
requests for assistance.  She remembers 
how overwhelming it was when we were 
deluged with letters and requests and 
how we worked to devise and implement 
systems for evaluating the requests. She 
Alumni Updates
mix of subject areas and range of issues, 
but, mostly, he says, it’s the great people 
that he works with that he enjoys. And 
when not working, you can find Phil and 
his wife on the slopes, snowboarding. 
Phil says he was most impressed 
by the critical and objective evaluation 
of the cases taught and practiced by 
NCIP. The substantive classes, including 
the causes and possible remedies for 
wrongful conviction and the pre- and 
post-conviction legal process, were 
interesting and challenging.
Much of what he learned from his 
work at NCIP he has taken with him 
into the workplace—how just being 
pleasant can help break-down barriers 
between opposing counsel or others 
who stand in the way of your objectives, 
how to manage and keep track of time 
spent on a case, and how to evaluate 
a case with a critical eye. He notes 
that other lessons learned include that 
anyone can make mistakes, including law 
enforcement and—more relevant to his 
current practice—juries.
He emphasizes that it is not just 
the skills he learned that he 
took from NCIP, but the 
relationships with the people. 
He relished the camaraderie 
among the students as they 
helped one another make sense 
of their complex and interesting 
cases. And he says, “The 
supervising attorneys were 
awesome. They viewed students 
as more than temporary staff 
on the cases; they used every 
moment to teach the students about the 
criminal justice system, ethical issues, 
and how to think like a lawyer. NCIP 
is not just a class students take to get 
clinical credit, but an experience that 
students truly care about.”
Working Alumni Give Credit to Their NCIP Experiences
An Nguyen
The Northern California Innocence Project 
is both a non-profit law firm that works 
to obtain the freedom of innocent people 
and a legal clinic offered to students of 
Santa Clara Law. Our alumni reflect on 
the NCIP experiences that offered them 
the chance to do life-changing work while 
learning to practice law.  
also recalls working hard to obtain DNA 
testing for an inmate who insisted it 
would demonstrate his innocence, and 
the excitement because it was one of 
the first cases for testing under the then 
brand new post-conviction DNA testing 
statute. When the tests indicated that 
the inmate had in fact participated in 
the offense, she was at first disappointed, 
but then gratified to know 
that NCIP had participated 
in providing certainty to the 
conviction.
After graduating from SCU 
law, An worked as an associate 
doing general litigation before 
moving to Los Angeles 2 1/2 
years ago. She currently works 
as an associate at Jeffers Mangels 
Butler and Marmaro in Los 
Angeles doing employment and 
labor law. An has remained committed 
to public interest work as well, and 
is involved with the Asian American 
Bar Association and has worked as a 
volunteer judge with the Youth Moot 
Court in Alameda County.
PHiliP SiMPKinS
As an NCIP student in 
2005-2006, Philip Simpkins 
promoted collaborative justice 
by discussing actual innocence 
with his law enforcement 
in-laws. He let them know 
that NCIP’s work was not 
focused on freeing people on 
technicalities and that NCIP’s 
work actually helped to ensure 
that the right person had been convicted. 
After all, if the wrong person was 
incarcerated for a crime, then the actual 
perpetrator was free and likely to commit 
more crimes.
Phil, an associate at Pillsbury 
Winthrop Shaw Pittman, practices 
commercial civil litigation. He likes the 
Philip Simpkins
 Norah Rudin is a forensic science consultant.  Think CSI.  
She believes that science must be objectively examined and re-
examined to ensure the integrity of convictions. 
During the last two years, Norah has become an 
indispensable asset to the Innocence Project.  She reviews and 
interprets forensic reports to make certain that the science is 
neither obsolete, nor improperly applied.  She also observes the 
county crime lab’s testing of samples on behalf of NCIP and is a 
guest lecturer in the project’s forensic science class.
Norah thinks of the many pro bono hours she donates to 
NCIP as her contribution to society.  She travels extensively as 
an expert witness on retained cases, but she always finds time 
for her volunteer work.  She’s been known to return phone calls 
from airports during layovers and meet with students and staff 
in her meager spare time between trips.
As an NCIP volunteer, Norah demystifies the science on 
criminal cases and serves as a link between the scientists and 
attorneys handling a case to make sure every possibility is 
considered.  Indeed, Norah has proven that “cases benefit from 
external review.”  She has uncovered mistakes made during 
sample testing, as well as inaccuracies in reports.  
Norah earned her Ph.D. in Molecular Biology and Genetics 
from Brandeis University in Waltham, Massachusetts.  She 
Down to a Science
says she stumbled into the field 
of forensic science.  In 1990, 
just prior to the completion of 
her post-doctoral fellowship, she 
answered a posting for a consulting 
position with California’s DNA lab, 
which operates under the state’s 
Department of Justice.
Norah remained with the 
lab for three years before becoming 
a private consultant. Today, she is a leading authority in the 
forensic science community, an accomplished author and a 
sought-after speaker. 
What has been her biggest challenge as an NCIP volunteer?  
“Getting information from labs!” she says without hesitation.  
She enumerates the many obstacles put in her path by law 
enforcement agencies when she requests reports and evidence.  
Norah believes that when science is used in criminal cases it 
must be subjected to open testing. “Open and vigorous review is 
the best path to the truth,” she says.
Without experts like Norah Rudin, NCIP’s goal of 
uncovering the truth would be far more difficult.  NCIP cannot 
thank Norah enough for her generosity and valuable assistance.
northern California innocence Project
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Think of it as a Cold Case. Or maybe—lukewarm.In June, six years after he was convicted of a double 
murder for which he received two life sentences, Armando Ortiz 
appeared in the Fresno County courthouse to learn that all of 
these charges against him had been dismissed.
One man he has to thank for his reversal of fortune is 
Charles Hallman, Private Investigator.
After NCIP obtained the reversal of Ortiz’ convictions, 
court appointed lawyer Mark Broughton and Hallman 
painstakingly reinvestigated the case against Ortiz, who was 16 
years old at the time of his arrest.  They spoke with not one, 
not two—but ten—alibi witnesses 
who were never interviewed by Ortiz’s 
original trial attorney.  Based on their 
persistence and the evidence of Ortiz’s 
innocence, Assistant District Attorney 
Jonathan Skiles dismissed the murder 
charges against Ortiz.
During the re-investigation, 
and even after the charges against 
Ortiz were dismissed, Hallman has 
generously volunteered his time to help 
the Innocence Project.  He has worked 
with NCIP’s students and attorneys to find witnesses, conduct 
interviews, gather necessary documents and obtain signed 
declarations.  Hallman taught the students and attorneys who 
accompanied him in these efforts countless investigative skills, 
solutions to language barriers and gated communities, and most 
importantly, how to get witnesses and clients to open up and be 
truthful. His services have been invaluable and yet Hallman never 
charges the Innocence Project a cent.
Hallman has been a private investigator for the last eight 
years. He had been a security police officer in the United States 
Air Force and in the New Jersey National Guard. After serving 
his country, he spent years raising his four children, volunteering 
at their schools and coaching their sports teams, before founding 
Hallman Investigations in Fresno. While Hallman has plenty of 
paid work, he continues to volunteer on other Innocence Project 
cases in the Fresno area.
NCIP students and attorneys truly enjoy and appreciate 
working with Hallman.  They describe him as “a wonderful 
investigator,” “a warm, friendly, generous person” and “hilarious.” 
The Northern California Innocence Project would like 
to thank Charles Hallman for all his hard work and for his 
generosity in donating his time and skills to uncovering and 
correcting wrongful convictions.
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Thanks to the generous support of our donors, we 
can continue our important work—fighting for 
justice for those who have been wrongly convicted, 
raising public awareness about the prevalence 
and causes of wrongful conviction, and promoting 
substantive legal reforms to prevent future wrongful 
convictions.  We deeply appreciate all those who 
helped us raise a record breaking amount of money 
this year.
Please note: This list reflects cumulative gifts and pledges received 
between January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008.  We make every effort to 
compile an accurate list.  If your name is missing, misspelled or there are 
other inaccuracies, please contact Lee Raney , Associate Director, at 408-
554-1945 or email lraney@scu.edu.
Names in red indicate consistent giving
The Davidson Family Foundation/
 Charles Davidson
Russell and Deborah Hall
Robert and Allyson Kavner
Robert McIntosh
David and Julia Popowitz 
Larry and Jane Solomon
 
 DEfENDErs ($1,000-$2,499)
Anonymous (2)
Ron and Jeryl Abelmann
William S. and Janice R. Anderson 
Foundation/ William and Janice 
 Anderson
Margalynne Armstrong and 
 Andrew Pierce
Jeff and Becky Bleich
Robert and Sara Beles
John and Sally Bourgoin
Lanita Burkhead
California Commission on the Fair 
 Administration of Justice
Caufield Family Foundation/ 
 Frank Caufield
Cohn Family Fund/Robert and 
 Martha Cohn
Comcast Cable Communications
Conte’s Generator Service/ 
 Frank and Laurel Conte
Jennifer Crum
Crystal Springs Foundation/ 
 Mike and Joyce Murray
Jack and Claire Davis
Khoa Do and Donna Nguyen Do
Pamela Dougherty
The Draper Foundation/ 
 Timothy and Melissa Draper
Kurtis Fechtmeyer
Irwin and Concepcion Federman
Friend Foundation/ 
 Don and Linda Sue Strand
Gregory Gallo
Charles and Dianne Giancarlo
Ron Gonzales and Guiselle Nunez
Greenhill Capital Partners, LLP
Dennis Hall
Hanson Crawford Family 
 Law Group
Dr. and Mrs. Birt Harvey
Kenneth Hausman and Ellyn 
 Lazarus
Don Horgan
Robert Kieve
Michael Kresser and Darby 
 Siempelkamp
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 E xo N E r ato r s  (100,000+)
Anonymous (1)
Frank and Denise Quattrone 
 Foundation/Denise Foderaro  
 and Frank Quattrone
 L I B E r ato r s 
 ($50,000-$99,999)
Gerbode Family Foundation
George and Danielle Boutros
Listwin Family Foundation
 f r E E D o M  f I g h t E r s   
 ($25,000-$49,999)
George and Danielle Boutros
William Brady
The Campbell Family Foundation/ 
 William and Roberta Campbell
Howard, Rice, Nemerovski, 
 Canady, Falk & Rabkin
Ken and Elaine Langone
Legacy Venture Management
Paul, Weiss, Rifkind, Wharton & 
 Garrison, LLP
Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & 
 Flom
 J u s t I C E  s E E k E r s 
 ($10,000-$24,999)
Anonymous
Jim Anderson
DLA Piper 
Forbes & Manhattan (USA), Inc.
John Gunn and Cynthia Fry
HRJ Capital 
Keare/Hodge Family Foundation/ 
 Stacey Keare and John Hodge
Keker & Van Nest, LLP
Morgan, Lewis & Bockius
Michael Nachman
Orrick, Herrington, Sutcliffe
Pinchas Aaron Sunshine 
 Philanthropic Fund/
 Paul Sunshine
Ring-Miscikowski Trust/ 
 Douglas Ring
Rosenblum/Greene Family Fund/ 
 Mendel Rosenblum and 
 Diane Greene 
Shearman & Sterling 
Shustek-Dubinsky Family Trust/ 
 Leonard Shustek and 
 Donna Dubinsky
Steve Young Family Foundation/ 
 Steve and Barbara Young
Thelen Reid Brown Raysman & 
 Steiner/ Geoff Yost
Weil, Gotshal & Manges
 Pat r I ot s  ($5,000-$9,999)
Anonymous (3)
Asset Management Company
Alan and Marianne Austin
Bredt Family Fund/ Thomas and 
 Polly Bredt
William Carrico and Suzan Woods
Cooley, Godward & Kronish LLP
Francis and Christine Currie
Davis Polk & Wardwell
Dewey & LeBoeuf
Adrian and Anne Dollard
Mory Ejabat
Judith Estrin Fund/Judy Estrin
Gordon and Ronda Eubanks
Farella Braun & Martel
Peter Freiss
Bill and Sue Glennon
Kenneth Goldman and Susan 
 Valeriote
Mike and Joan Hackworth
Franklin (Pitch) Johnson
Sean Kali-Rai
William and Mary Jane Kelly
Mitchell and Julie Kertzman
Kathryn and Richard Kimball
Andrew Ludwick
Stan and Sherry McKee
Mayer Brown LLP
Gib and Susan Myers
Edward Nigro
O’Melveny & Meyers
Nikki Pope
Jay Regan 
TJ and Valeta Rodgers
Allen and Cindy Ruby
Ted and Linda Schlein
Ken Schroeder and Frances 
 Codispoti
Kenneth Starr
The Tech Museum of Innovation
Jonathan Turner
Van and Eddi Van Auken
Wilson, Sonsini, Goodrich, Rosati 
 Foundation
Zhone Technologies
Zingale Living Trust/Anthony and 
 Teresa Zingale
 aDvoCatEs  ($2,500-$4,999)
Anonymous 
John Burton
Francis and Christine Currie
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James and Ann Lazarus
William Lehrer Charitable Fund/ 
 William Lehrer 
Leslie Family Foundation/ 
 Debra and Mark Leslie
Mark Magner and Wendy Hawkins
Dennis and Lori McBride
Stanley and Sharon Meresman
Armond and Elaine Neukermans 
Tony and Suzanne Narducci
Notkin Family Trust/ 
 Shelby Notkin
Debra Reed
Mihir and Nancy Parikh
Riordan & Horgan
Dennis and Bernadette Riordan 
David and Barbara Roux
Kathleen Rydar
Hank Scherf and Vicki Sanders
Albert Schreck
Dhiren Shah 
Alan Shanken
Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & 
 Flom, LLP
Edward and Kate Smith
Allan and Margaret Steyer
Steve and Patricia Sueltz
Dennis and Margie Sullivan
Stephen and Jean Sullivan
Beau and Garbett Takahara
Gerald and Martha Uelmen
Richard and Anne Van Horne
Stephen and Aimee West
The Geoffrey & Amy Yang Family 
 Fund/Geoffrey and Amy Yang
Cyril and Jeanne Yansouni
Charlotte & Arthur Zitrin 
Foundation/ Elizabeth Zitrin
 Pa r t N E r s  ($500-$999)
Anonymous (1)
Robert and Ilene Adler
Arnof Family Foundation/ 
 Ian Arnof
William and Cecilia Arzbaecher
Allen and Michele Asch
Gail Bates
Charles and Jennifer Beeler
Richard and Jackie Boberg
Bonora D‘Andrea LLC
Aldo and Diane Branch
Mark Broughton
Dolores Carr
Emmett Carson
Centurion Ministries
John Cline
Ciummo & Associates/ 
 Mark Broughton
David and Julie Cruickshank
John and Susan Diekman
Barbara Fargo and Martin Williams
Donald E. Field
Andy and Karen Fisher
Jean M. Gill
Allen Hammond and Linda 
 Darling 
Eleanor Kraft and Kathleen Ladd
Ellen Kreitzberg and Tom Hoglund
Joan Lonergan
Shaun Maguire
David Mahony
Cynthia and Forrest Miller
Trudy Niehans
Noke Charitable Foundation/
 Craig and Mary Noke
Donald and Susan Polden
Praisner Family Foundation/ 
 Michael and Jan Praisner
Lee Raney
Mari Ellen Reynolds 
William and Barbara Schwartz
Brian Slingerland
Chryssoula Kaloudi Souliotes
Joshua Tanzer
Jack and Mary Lois Wheatley
Peter and Gail Yessne
Anthony Williams
 a s s o C I at E s  ($250-$499)
 
Anonymous (2)
Georgia Bacil
Mike and Pam Barnes
Melissa Davidson
Janice Dong
John and Bernadine Dutra
Mary Emery
Tanya Friedman
Mary Jean Greenwood
David and Maureen Kennedy
Ruth LaGrange
Jeanette Leach
Jaime Leanos
Casey Lilienfeld
Los Angeles County Public 
 Defender’s Office
Larry Marshall  
Cynthia Mertens and Jim Rowan
Thomas Mitchell
Michele Oberman
Nancy Oliveira
Alexandra and George Pantazis
Arthur and Karyn Plank
Richard Ciummo & Associates
Stefanie Rosenberg
Margaret Russell and Lee 
 Halterman
Harvey Sherman
Carolyn Silberman
Dena Spanos-Hawkey
Robert and Jennifer Warden 
Lynne Woodward
 Co u N s E Lo r s  ($100-$249)
  
Anonymous (3)
Louis and Maureen Basile
Geoffrey Braun
Luis Calero
Edward and Jeanne Cavallini
Jesse Choper
Mary Conner
The Cooper Law Offices
Laurel Davidson
NCIP Advanced Clinical students Peter Nissly, Shaylana 
Cleveland, and Paulo Kline Simon
Consistent giving
How do I get my name in red?
There are several ways to make sure your giving pattern is con-
sistent and to join the supporters who are highlighted this year.
Eft: Set up an electronic funds transfer with your bank on a 
monthly, quarterly, or annual basis.
recurring gifts: Set up recurring payments with your credit 
card.  You can decide the frequency.
Pledge: Make a pledge commitment over five years.  We will 
remind you annually. 
grant: Recommend a multiyear grant to your charitable trust or 
community or family foundation.  Most foundations can set up 
annual installments over a five-year period.
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Madeline Delone
Reid and Margaret Dennis
Marty Feldman
Thomas Ferrito
Barry and Susan Fisher
Jack Grandcolas
Peter and Leanne Giles
Roger and Marian Gray
Arthur Jackson
Gretchen Kenney
Mary Kennedy
Conrad Klein and Joan Dempsey 
 Klein
Joanne Kirchner
KKR Financial LLC
William and Teresa Krivan
Richard Leo
Jeremy Manning
Charles M. Mesirow
Michael Millman and Cynthia 
 Taylor
Thomas Mitchell
John and Elizabeth Moulds
Theresa Newman and Charles 
 Clotfelter
Beverly Norman-Cooper
Laura Noss 
Greg Paraskou and Marianne 
 Minor
Meghan Piano
Helene Pier
Michael Pressman
Ann Ratcliffe
In Memory of GrEGory MILLEr 
AND JAkE MILLEr
Mike and Pam Barnes
In Memory of LEE SAChS
Harriet Siegel
A Tribute to the 
hoN h. LEE SArokIN
Ronda and Gordon Eubanks
Linda and Ted Schlein
IN kIND DoNATIoNS
We thank all of our generous in kind 
donors, including
Anonymous (2)
Paolo Broggi/2B1 Inc
Cooley Godward 
Daniel Grofer
Davino Florist
Emilio’s Terrace Vineyard
Gordon and Ronda Eubanks
Fairmont Hotel San Jose
Denise Foderaro
Barbara Gooding
Charles Hallman
Ellen Hobbs 
John Laing
Miner Vineyards
San Jose Jazz
The Wine Mine
Wilson Sonsini
Sanford-Gross & Associates/
 Brad Gross
Carol Sanger
Harriet Siegel
Alan Siraco and Amanda Roze
Social Planet Communications
Stephen Sperber and Roberta 
 Silverstein
Augusto and Jaime Syjuco
J. Daniel and Vonda Tibbitts
H. Anton and Carolyn Tucher
Matthew H. Wilson
Michael Zampelli
 f r I E N D s  (Up to $100) 
Anonymous (1)
William and Cecilia Arzbaecher
Zane Becker
Stacey Beggs
Kathleen Christensen
Stephanie L. Clarke and 
 Amy Grigsby
Gemma Daggs
Ellen Eggers
Laura Eggers
Alan Feller
Jan and Jerry Finney
Roberta Fitzpatrick
Rabbi Allen Freehling
E. Jackson and Audrey Going
Chuck Grasso
Wilbur Haines
Adam Huff
Jared Jefferson
Roger Kosel
Linda Levy
Nicholas and Jody Long
Roger Malina
Heather Marklein
Peggy Martin
Mary McComb and Gregory Clark
Jessica McGuire
Meg Mettler
Robert and Susan Morse
Job and Maria Muhumuza
Henry Organ
Alison Pease
Sharon Raab
Gregory and Kathryn Reader
Joseph and Esther Rechenmacher
Arthur and Julie Renninger
Christopher Robinson
Brian and Lauren Schryver
Jessica Seargeant
Jetaun Stevens
Margaret Stevenson and 
 David Flamm
Eloise Trainor
Charles Wallau
Marjorie Waters and Louis Rose
In honor of ELLEN krEITzBErG
Henry Organ
In honor of FrANk 
QuATTroNE
Crystal Springs Foundation
Andy and Karen Fisher
Leslie Family Foundation
Steven and Jean Sullivan
In honor of JuLIE 
ShAyESTEhMEhr
Lee Raney
In Memory of WALT GILL
Jean Gill
In Memory of DoroThEA 
EGGErS MCArDLE
Gregory and Kathryn Reader
Meg Mettler
Kathleen Christensen
Alison Pease
Ellen Eggers
Job and Maria Muhumuza
Mary Conner
NCIP Supervising Attorney Katie Ross
Matching gifts
Matching gifts make a tremen-
dous difference to our program 
and can considerably increase 
the impact of your gift.  
We extend our sincere apprecia-
tion to the following companies 
for their participation in matching 
gift programs:
American Express Foundation
The Capital Group Companies
eBay Foundation
Kaiser Permanente
Merrill Lynch
Rockwell Collins International
Sun Microsystems
C
H
A
R
LE
S 
B
A
R
R
Y
Your donation provides the opportunity to achieve even greater success in 2009.
In 2008 the Innocence Project processed over 1,000 requests for assistance received from inmates who are 
among California’s 172,000 prisoners. Currently, Innocence Project attorneys, staff and dozens of Santa Clara 
University law students are investigating or litigating over 100 active cases! Your support gives us the means 
to free the innocent and fight for systemic changes to ensure innocent people are not imprisoned for crimes 
they did not commit. 
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Give the Gift of Freedom!
 Your generosity helps to free the wrongly convicted.
o  Please accept my gift to the Northern California Innocence Project. 
Amount              o $5,000          o $1,000                o $500                o $250                o $100                Other
Name 
Address       City    State  Zip
Home phone     Work phone    E-mail
o  Please charge my credit card.          Check one:  o  Visa   o  Mastercard
Card #
Expiration date    Name on card
Signature
o  My check, payable to Northern California Innocence Project, is enclosed.
Mail to Northern California Innocence Project at Santa Clara Law, 500 El Camino Real, Santa Clara, CA 95053-0422
o  I would like to donate stock. Please contact me.
To donate by phone call 408.554.1945. To donate at our website, go to www.ncip.scu.edu. 
(Designate Northern California Innocence Project.)
My gift is in honor of
My gift is in memory of 
Please list my name(s) in your donor publications as
o  No, thank you. Please do not list me in your donor publications. 
Your contribution is tax deductible under Internal Revenue Service Act section 501(c)(3).
Thank you for your generosity!
Santa Clara University
Northern California Innocence Project
500 el Camino Real
Santa Clara, CA 95053-0422
ReTURN SeRVICe ReQUeSTeD
Nonprofit Organization
U.S. Postage
PAID
Permit No. 22
Santa Clara, CA
 www.ncip.scu.edu
Annual Awards Dinner
Benefiting the northern California 
innocence Project
April 16, 2009
6:00 to 9:00 PM
San Francisco
For more information on table sponsorships, ad sales and 
ticket purchases, please call Lee at 408-554-1945 or email 
lraney@scu.edu or go to www.justiceforalldinner.com.
Upcoming events
HonorinG:
the Honorable H. lee Sarokin, (ret.), who served as a U.S. 
district judge for many years, and also served on the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit from 1994 until 
1996.
the nCiP Justice league: Donna Dubinsky, Debbie Hall, 
russ Hall, John Hodge, and Stacey Keare, for spearheading 
major financial contributions, either in their own right or 
by encouraging donations from others, to help support the 
needs of NCIP.
Kevin Green, who was wrongfully convicted of murder in 
California and served over 15 years of a life sentence before 
being exonerated in 1996.
Justice For All 2009
